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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 
35 U.S.C. § 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this 
section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless 
(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date 
of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-5, 9, 12, 15, 19-20 and 23-24 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Buese '159. 

Buese '159 discloses an orthopedic cast bandage comprising an 

open mesh, fiberglass tape (col. 2, line 39), a hardenable liquid 

resin (col. 2, line 40) coated on the fibrous tape and at least one 

coloring agent (col. 5, lines 5-7) disposed on a portion of the 

tape. The open mesh fibrous tape comprises fiber glass fibers 

(col . 2, lines 39-41) . 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time 
the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made . 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies as 
prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 102 of 
this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person. 
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Claims 6-8, 10-11, 13-14, 16-18, 21-22, 25-27 and 29-30 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Buese 
'159 in view of Gasper. 

Buese '159 discloses an orthopedic cast bandage, substantially 
as claimed. However, Buese does not disclose the open mesh fibrous 
tape having at least two color agents disposed on the tape of the 
fibrous tape being polyester. Gasper teaches on open mesh fibrous 
tape comprising at least two coloring agents (col. 7, line 51 to 
col. 8, line 11) and fibers that are fiberglass or polyester (col. 
4, lines 26-32). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made that the at 
least two or more color agents could be disposed onto the fibrous 
tape and that the tapes could be made of polyester fibers as taught 
by Casper. The two color agents would allow a pattern to be formed 
on the tape . The polyester fibers would be storable for a long 
shelf life. However, polyester is also suitable to accept a resin 
and to form a hardable cast . 

Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over the references as applied to claim 25 above, and 
further in view of Parker. 

Parker teaches that a casting material can be made of cotton 
and synthetic fibers (col. 15, line 47). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that a multiple filament yarn as taught by 
Parker could be substituted for the yarns as disclosed by Bueses. 
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The multiple filament yarns would provide a soft material that is 
suitable for the impregnation of resin to forma hardenable cast. 

Claims 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Buese '159 in view of Paxit . 

Buese '159 discloses a process for preparing an orthopedic 
cast tape, substantially as claimed. However, Buese does not 
disclose the fibers of the cast being polyester yarns or the 
transfering printing step. Paxit teaches a polyester fabric that 
may be printed with a pattern by depositing a dye on the fabric. 
Freeman concedes in the patent that the transfering printing step 
is old and well known in the art. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
that the polyester fibers that could be soaked with a dye as taught 
by Paxit could be substituted for the fibers as disclosed by Buese. 
The polyester fibers are suitable for the impregnation of a resin 
and a dye to form a hardenable cast that has a pleasant appearance. 

Claims 34-42 are allowable over the prior art of record. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed 
to Michael Brown at telephone number (703) 308-2682. 



M. Brown 

18 September 1995 
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